| 1, but ealers, at an in- |
formal meeting, decided that they qiq |
not want as much money as that in-
\vested in the enterprise. It wag orig- |
r planned to issue 5000 shares of |
‘stock, par value $100, letting 44 deal-
ers on the subscription but this |
as exceeded by $23,000. i
No definite plans for the ‘concrete
buildings which are to be erected on
the new pier have been made, although
several architects have submitted de- -
|signs. The one which meets with the =
most approval is a plan for an admin-
istration building at the end ,of the |
d.on either side by two long
structures for 'general offices, with a
street and railroad tracks running
down the gentre of the pier. The ques-
Jtion. ¢ itable: buildings js receiving
etailed - attention on’ the part of the
dealers and final acceptance of a Pplan
will probably not be made for some
lime, as the pier will not be ready for
“for about twe.years,

es of the dealers who were
rators of the new corporation
Neal, chairman; Chris-
’ - J. Whitman, = Maurice P.
Snow, Edward A. Rich, N. D, Free-
|ma . J. O'Brien, J. ¥, J. O’Hara, 1.
speed and John Burns, Jr,

/7.

P LOWER DUTY FOR HERRING.

1 A@m#q‘ta"(:qmue» Tariff in Favor

department has been defeated in an|
effort to impese a high rate of duty
kippered herring. Several months |
i gg  the ‘Eovernment construed the new
|t :

i such a manner as to classify|
ithe herring under par. 270 of the Acts|
|Of 1909, as “all other fish (except shell- |
|fish) in tin packages” with duty at
{the rate of 30 per cent. The importers’
[contention was that the merchandise
should pay a duty of one-half of one
feent per pound, under par .272 of the
{Inew law, which provides for “herring]
{kippered.” i

| The issue went before the board of
|United States general appraisers:
‘|which made a decision in favor ¢f!
{the importdrs. Dissatisfied with the!
|ruling made by the board, the govern-
Iment made a  so-called “new” case.
|{This was decided today by the board
| ‘again in favor of the importers. ]

HARBOR DUES REDUCED.

Miqu has just issued an order

ling the harbor dues for the port
ierre. The changes are gener- |
ally advantageous to ~shipping, espe- |
cially to vessels coming in for bait. i
' Formerly fishing schooners: calling |
{here for squid, or caplin were required
ta bay annual port charges at the rate |
{of 19.2 cents per tom, cxeept between
{the months = of January, 1 and May 1 |
when the rate was only cents per |
Under the order just promulgat- 3
ed the rate is fixed at 10 cents the ton |

of Importers’ View.. =
For the second time the treasury I/

On Vessels Arrivii;g at St. Pierre and
Miquelon ;
_The administrator of St. Pierre and  ©

relates

_ visiting a friend on the New
nd coast, who was given to the

ly of natural history,

- One day the author accompanied his

friend on a collecting trip, and here

8 the story of the result as he told it:

Opposite his house was a little bay
ith a clean sandy bgttom. Over that
(we slowly drifted. I sat in the stern,
enjoying thé day and examining the
curious things my friend drew out of
the water. Suddenly he gave an ejac~-
ulation, and I saw him éling seeming-
ly helpless, to his pole. His face was
ashy pale, with a white ppearance like
one stricken with a fatal disease,

X sprang forward just in time to
catch him as he fell back into the boat
and dowered him to the seat. At firgt
he could only motion toward the wa-
ter. He was almost rigid. Finally he
recovered enough to say, “Torpedo.”
I saw the harpoon he was holding
(dancing about, evidently forced into
a large fish. Grasping it, I soon dis-
covered the trouble, for I received an
electric shock strong enough to almost
knock me over. I dropped the pole.
By this timé my friend had recoy-
ered enough to tell me to let the fish
remain where it was. With difficulty
I rowed to shore. When the boat was
grounded, I ‘pickéd up an- old ‘glass
bottle, took a turn over it with the liste
and, with the help of this home-made
insulator, ‘pulled the fish on shore,

It proved to be one' of the largest
torpedoes, ior electric rays I have ever
seen. Under certain conditions it
would havé been capable of killing a
man.” When, touched the fish would
roll its eyes dismally and give a low
croak, i R

L have never known a man to be
killed by one, bt many have been in-
Jured, and as for my friend, he did not

jrecover in a week.

i Bt Salat g
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Lato : Newfoundland Fishing Notes.
The St. John's, N. F., Trade Re-
{view says “the fishery continues fair

along the south ‘and west coast, and

days. Things #re looking up now, and
the whole shore fishery will likely
turn out an average one, :

| “We have .been asked by several
 subscribers to give an approximate
figure for new season's fish. We may
say that there is no new fish offering
yet, and the price has not been fixed,
but we ‘may get a fair idea from the
rulings for western shore and bahk
fish. The price for western shore
spring fish is placed at $6.25 for large,
and $5.25 for small, and bank fish now
being cured will probably go at $5.50
for large and $4.50 for small. If we
are to judge by the experience of other
vears the opening price for new shore
fish will be $5.50 for large and $4.50
for small. There is a feeling among
'the trade that the fish has to be thor-
‘oughly dry this year, otherwise none
-of the buyers will have anything to do
with it ?

~ The steamer Home arrived at
Bonne Bay reports a decided improve-
ment in the fishery. She reports the
fishing from Bonne Esperance to Bat-
tle Harbor very good with hook and
line. Traps and trawls, however, are
idoing very good,

i Fish struck in fairly plentiful at In-
‘dian Harbor and the prospect looks

~ Blanc Sablon to Chatteau, good sign;
Battle Harbor, fairly plentiful, cap-
lin scarce; salmon poor.

i TG - S

SRR S

~ PORT OF GLOUCESTER.

2 : e s
: Coastwise Arrivals. ‘
Sch. Sunbeam, Boston for Bangor.
. Sch. @ B. Harrington, Boston
#‘qrﬂand.

Sch. Itaska, Bangor for Pawtucke
' Sch. Grampus, Boston.
Tug Mathes, Boston.

_ Italian ship Antonio Padre Toniette, |

Fisheries Co..

at Sea” The author

there has beén a change for the bet- torde e ) ; o
ter in the Northern bays the last few / terday, and the latter has taken no fish.

- {his persevering crew.
| This record will probably be

apani, 56 days, with salt for the|

Litle Sch, “Lafayette | :

" $7950 n Three Houts

The report of the little gasolene sch |
Lafayette, Cagt. Gﬁorge i M{es,
making such a record swohdﬁ.h'trip
nd stock together with such a larﬂi Y
share made by the crew in. . thres
?uka, caused much oommantffn ﬁ:ﬁ% :
Ing and business circles. S

Since Capt. . Peeples starte ¥
Spring south netting has b:gn igus;
three months and during that timo|
has stocked $7850, ang the crew each
has ghared $594. Such a repord as that!
In a lttle 13 ton craft has probably |
[hever -been beaten by a vessel fromt
,thxs port, 7

Sch. Aloha, Capt. John Melnniss, ar. |
Erived ‘at this port this forenoon with
2100 large fresh mackerel, wihch were =
sold to the Gloucester Fresh Fish Com.-
[pany at 32 cents each. , :
| Two others of the seining flest are
also at this port, sch. Victor via Bos-
ton and she. Monarch from the the
Nantucket grounds. The former land-
ed 3000 fresh mackerel at Boston yes- |

{ Capt MecFarland of the Victor said
|he saw seme fish out around the Rose |
jand Crown shoal and succeeded in
|capturing 3000 mackerel which he took
{in three or four hauls.
|- One day he saw quite a body of!
ifish, Bat it was impossible to catch
jthem, On the Rips he saw several small |
|schools but there was no body to them |
%and‘ he did not think the present out-|
lcok was. any too good. i 2
Some of the vessels, however, if )
ithey kept at the business, might oc-|
jcasionally get a school, but to him,}
{1t looked as if the fish being caught
jwere too large to come close in shore.
At Boston today 34 barrels of large
imackerel were received, which were
landed by some vessels at Hyanpis,
land is all that dealers secured from any.
direction. In fact this is all the mack-
erel news there is today. :

‘:A—W - i lm-w» T

L i

ANOTHER LARGE TRIP.

Sch. Onata Weighed Out 232,000
‘Pounds of Fish, .

Sch. Onato, Capt. Henry Larkin,
wkich arrived a few days ago from a
second shack trip, weighed off 232,000
pounds-of fresh and salt fish, on which
@ stock of $5471 was realized. The |
time occupied on this trip was but |
one month, and the crew for their la-
‘bor shared $135 each. g

On the first trip Capt. Larkin landed |
228,000 " pounds, stocking $5237, so E
|the two trips which have been
in less than three months he has
ed 460,000 pounds of fish and stocked
$10,700. 1t is seldom, if this ever m
beaten in this fishery, and reflects
much credit upon Capt. Larkin

passed by Capt. William H. Thomas
ch. Thomas §. Gorton, who s n
ding a second latjge rgre

i

R B



The arrivals ‘receipts in detail
are: g i : !
Today's Arrivals and Receipts.
Sch. Monarcfl seibing.
© Seh, Victor, seining, via Boston
| Sch. Volant, La Have Bank, drifting,
160,000 Ibs. saug(;d :
Sch. Hattie L. Trask, La Have Bsnk;;_
drifting, 55, 000 1bs. salt cod. :
i} Bch. Elizabeth ‘Niinan, Georges, ss;a
{1bs. fresh eod, 30,000 1bs. haddock.
Sch. Agnes, via Boston, 20,000 lm
mixed fish. .
Sch. Marian, via Boston.
| Sch. Mary DeCosta, viaBoston.
Sch. Aloha, seining, 2100 fresh mack-—
erel. %
Sch. Jennie H. lehert wia Boston
Sch. Mary E. Cooney, .via Boston,
90,000 1bs. fresh fish. ; :

Vessels Sailed.
Sch. Claudia, Georges, halibuting.
Sch. Belbina P Domingoes, had-
docking.
Sch. Rita A, Viator, sWordﬂghmg.J
Sch. Mettacomet, swordfishing, *
Sch. Onata, shacking.

. Sch. Terra Nova, shacking.
$ch. Fannie E. Pxescott shacking..

Today’s Fish M@rkv&

Fresh halibut, 7 1-4 ets. per lb.
|* Large halibut cod, $3 per cwt.; me-
i&nm cod, 8$2.75; snappers, $1.50.

Trawl salt Georges cod, large, $3.50;
mdlums. $%.

Large salt handline Georges cod,
%W'—medlums, $3.00.° ¢
“ Trawl bank cod, large, $3 per cwt.;
medium, $2.75; snappers, $1.50. ;
Outside sales drift Georges sait
‘eod, $3.76 per cwt, :tm' m;ua and $3.25
for mediums.

Salt cusk, lars 32& per ew
medium, $2; snap ) .
Salt pollock, 8135 per ewt.; ity
haddock, $1.25; salt hake, $1.25. o

Round pollock, 70 eﬂ. per cwtw'
dressed pollock, 75 ets. -
5 Splitting prices for fresh fish, West-

ern cod, large $2 per ewt-‘*ipedlmp
do., $1.65; Eastern cod, la $1.60;
medium cod, $1.40; cusk, .60 io;"
large, $1.20 for medium and B0c for
snappers; haddock, 80 cts; hake, 90
cts.; pollock, w\md 65 ctn.. dressed,
10 ois:

Fishing Fleet Movements.

‘la 10-day fishing trip off Scatteri
secured 100 guintals on the tt‘

Sch. Etta Mildred, seining. g
i

| Sch. Lizzie Griffin of this port ar- ,g‘?
rived last Thursddy at Louisburg after |
Sh

lin getti

|and the.

Fish receipts at Boston today are

quite large, over 20 vessels haviug ar-
rived at ¥ wharf since y\otterday*
‘morning, so that the mm!km is well
'bup’bﬁlda i o

Prices have fa'llea belﬁw nor-
mal and as it is midweek, they will
probably remain off for few days.
As a large number of Vi ssels  have

 in since ﬂmday, week will
|doubtless see but few vessels in and
prices wﬂi again” ¢ ;

The imports of “fgash fish by pro-
vincial steamers has en light for
some time and qpm'mission men are
wondering what is the cause of the
light consignments that have been com-
ing forward.

The fares and _prices in detail are:

Bostmj;: Arrivals.

die F. Nunau, 24 swordfish.
chmvar, 68 awordﬁsh

”arren M. Goodspeed 22,000
2000 cod, 7000 hake.
Sch; Galatea, 1500 haddock 16,000
dod ¢

Sch. Rebecca, 20,000 b

Sch. Maud F. Sﬂva. 30,000 l;laddock

15,000 cod.
| 'Sch. Leo, 7000 haddock, 3000 cod
1000 poMock. L e

Sch. Harmony, 70 haddoék 16,006
cod, 23,000 hake. % §

Sch. Josephine st
dock, 8000 cod, 20 wupck.

Sch. Hortense, 30400
000 ood, 2000 pollo -
5 Sih, Mattakesett, 10,009 ha.ddot,‘k, 20,
000 eod.

Sch. Robert and Arthur. 33, aoo had-
dock, 16,000 cod. 4
| Seh. Teresa and Alice, 16000 had-
‘doek, 7000 eod.
“Sch. William A, Morse, 7000 haddock

L ’GMG cod.

Sch. Louise R. Sylva, 7099 haddock
119,000 cod. ]
Sch. an Star, 3000 haddock. 12,

000 cod, 0 poll
. Sch, Gg;?;gsta QW%GWK 9000 cod.
i\Sch Joseph P. imhnmn 15, 0@ had-
pﬁck, 18000 cod.
L Haddoek, $1.50 16 $2; large cod, $1. 80
to $2.507 market cod, $l 25 to $L80
‘pnnock, $1.25. "

;Tomm., Capt. D. Tonictte, arrived at [Win
this port this forenoon from Trapani, | .
with a cargo of 2200 tons of salt, con-

.——q.- ‘

Capt. ; (miette reports a NStsa/ge of
56 days,ggs of which wereP:onsu
‘zthorugh ‘the Mediterranean
| From’ Gib .




 Not Conferred By
~ Treaty

of 1818.

United States Claim They Should
~ Be Exempt From Light Dues,

(From Our Special Correspondent.)
Whether the inhabitants of the Unit

ed States can be required, when exe:

cising the liberties of fishing gra

by the treaty of 1818, to be .ubj-,md."!

without the consent of the United

States, to the requirements of entry or

report at custom houses of the pay-
- ment of light or harbor other dues,
or to‘-ny other similar requirement or
condition or exaction, formed the third
question submitted by the respective
governments for a dcciaianﬂ;y the
tribunal now sitting at The Hague.

The British case as
the issues raised by
lows:

A

queution,’ as fol-

“The liberties referred to in this sec- |

tion are: . !
'fl—leerty to take fish on certain
coasts, bays, harbors and creeks: and
“2—Liberty to ‘dry and cure fish’ in
certain unsettled bays, harbors and
creeks, that is, upon the shore.
“8—In addition to these two liber-
ties, the United States asserts that its
fishermen are entitled to have, for
their fishing vessels, the same com-
mercial privileges as are accorded by
agreement or otherwise ~to TUnited

States trading vessels generally.”
With reference to the supposed
third issue, Senator Turner said the
United tes has never asserted that
commercial privileges for its fishing
Vvessels constitute any part of the lib-
erties referred to in the first article
of the treaty of 1818. That article
neither denies nor confers commercial
privileges, and hence ‘during the period
of non-intercourse, when neither fish-
ing nor other fishing vessels were per-
mitted to touch and trade at these
British North American ports, - they
were not entitled to that privilege, but
when the treaty of = non-intercourse
was abrogated, there was nothing in.
the treaty which debarred fishing ves-
. sels when duly authorized in that be-
half, to touch and trade, that is, the
United States chose to authorize its
fishing vessels to touch and trade—
not that the treaty of 1818 conferred

that privilege, but there was nothing in §

the treaty of 1818 which prevented the
‘exercise of the privilege.

‘Only Two Liberties Were Conferred by
the Treaty.

" The liberties conferred by the treaty
were but two, the right of fishing and
the right of curing and drying fish.
Commercial privileges for its fishing
vessels accruing out of the acts of the
two - governments aliundi the treaty,
and having no relation to it, except
‘that Great Britain has from time to
time attempted to found some prin-
ciple of the exclusion of the treaty, and
the United States has always denied

- that there was any principle of ex-]
clusion in the treaty. : 3
Further, when the United States has
authorized its fishing vessels to touch
‘and trade, and they have been ac-
corded that , it has never in-
_sisted on their immunity from regula-
. tions and requirements of the British

_¢ commercial privileges form any part of

preésented states

Commercial Privileges Not Granted
By Treaty.

The United States disclaims that
the liberties referred to in the article
relating to the fisheries in the treaty of
1818, and it admits the lability of its|
vesscls, when authorized to and per-
mitted to eénjoy ¢ommercial privileges,
to the requirements of .-the British
ports specified in question three.

But it contends that its fishing ves-
gels pure and simple are not properly
subject to these requirements. And
that contention, and the negative of
that contention the part of Great
Britain, is the is8ue, and the sole issue, |
‘raised under question three. ‘
| Fishing ' Vessels on Different Footing

From Trading Vessels.
The language of question three does
|not bring into the construction of the
‘question any assertion of a liberty to
{80 there and fouch and trade without
complying” with those requirements
‘and exactions, because the liberty to
touch and trade is not a liberty that
'the United States has ever founded or
‘now attempts to found on the treaty
of 1818, The imposition of the re-
quirements and exactions mentioned
in question three on fishing vessels
exercising such rights as those con-
ferred by the treaty of 1818 would not
{be consonant with the principles of
international law.
As

|

against ' that principle, Great
Tritain opposes the general proposition
that she does require commercial ves-
sels visiting her ports to make these
reports ‘at the custom houses, and that
she does require them ‘to submit to
{the payment of light, harbor and oth-
jer dues. It seems manifest. to the
United States, however, that there is
not a parallel between the two cases.

Commiercial | vessels generally com-
ing into theé ports of a gountry come
there by ‘wvirtue %of th‘eﬁ‘pr}nctpre of
comity, whi¢h may or may mot be car-
ried out by treaty regulations, It is
{a matter of privilege if they are per-
mitted to come into ports of any coun-
try, and the government to which
those ports belong may attach to that
privﬂegc any conditions that they
please. For that reason the practice
with reference to commerecial vessels
generally  has o pertinency here,
where the United States goes to these
treaty coasts not as a matter of priv-
ilege, but as a matter of right which
it exercises by virtue of its own sov-
ereignty,

& " 4

Treaty Silent As to Any Restrictions |
On Fishing Vessels.

The treaty itself is silent on the sub-
Jeet of exactions and restrictions which
might be imposed on fishing vessels
visiting the treaty coasts for -the pur-
pose of fishing.s But these bleak and
barren shores, which were without
population in 1818 aere until a
comparatively recent period limited in
every possible way in settlement,
speak the true intent of the treaty.
They show us that neither gf the two
'Bovernments nor their representatives
ccnsidered there v :

cable to ordinary trading
po w o yfiem when_fish-
sessels were denied

| necessity for American
Isels visitin

- significant silence
‘subject, they show
ons never

0 such

|ture and charhe

"led, the manne
‘| were

| be disposed to commit én the revenue,

as it does to local fishing vessels, prob-

manifest spirit and purpose
ty that considering the pa-
, ter of the ‘coasts of
which these fishing rights were grant-
r in which the coasts
1 regarded, the poliey pursued
towards them by their. sovereign, the
necessities of fishing wvessels, their
small value and the indulgence with
‘Which the fishing pursuit was and is
|generally regarded, that silénce in. the
treaty regarding

strictions to be im
R’W&nels when exer
rights, was equival

posed upon fishing
cising their treaty
ent to a declaration
B)atrthey were not to be subjected t®
SUch exactions and restrictions. Great
Britain neither expected nor desired

{{that” conditions would arise on the

treaty coasts which would make such

‘{exactions and restrictions desirable or

necessary; and certainly no such con-
g,_ittons existed when the treaty of 1818
wag entered into.

Fishing Vessels Favored Class in In-
ternational Law.

Fishing vessels are‘in a special
class, and are qbjects of peculiar so-
licitude in international law. They are
not molested in case of war. The men
{who engage in the avoecation are gen-
‘erally poor, ' Their vessels and equip-
ment are of but little value, and the
returns - which reward their ventures
are. incommensurate with the labors
ard dange;"s which attend them. They
must move freely and without burden-
some restrictions if their ventures prove
remunerative at all.
Moreover, the fishery with them is a
lifelong vocation, they know nothing
€lse, and are unfitted for anything
else. They must return to the fish-
ing coasts again and again, and there-
by brave hoth detection and punish-
ment for any fraud which they might

which frauds at the worst: would be
of a trifling character.

These considerations are all factors
which must shave entered into the
minds of the men negotiating such
treaties as this of 1818, and which in
the absence ,of restrictive provisions
would negative any purpose to re-
quire even on uninhabited coasts
that the fishing vessels enter and clear
every time they come within territori-
al wdters or that they be burdenel
with cnerous dues which they ecan ill
afford to pay, and from which vessels
of their class are generally exempt.

United States Fishermen Should
Have Same Exemptions as French.

At the time the treaty was entered
into; British fishing vessels resorting

all but nominal dues.
ment laid a small tonnage tax on!
fishing vessels for the support of light-

These were levied as a)
not

gated in 1899.
tonnage tax on the vessel and
specifically ‘as light dues.

The act of 1904 makes the law con-
form  to French fishing vessels just

ably as the consequence of the treaty|
of 1904, in which it is said that the
French fishing vessels or that the
French fishery is to be treated on a
footing of equality with the British
fishery. :

The United States insists upon this|
treatment of the French fishing right |
as an evidence of the view of the gov-
ernment of Newfoundland, that foreign
nations exercising rights under such
treaties as that of 1904 between Great
Britain and France and -tertainly un-
der the much more exacting treaty of
1818, between the United States and'
Great Britain, should not be subjected
to restrictions and exactions which the

local vess_els were not subject to.

United States Claim Admitted in Mod-
% us Vivendi Negotiations.
It fishing on terms of equality in-
volves the necessary exemption of
‘French fishing vessels from these light
dues then the right of fishing in com-
mon, which presupposes an equal right |
whatever view may be given to the|
meaning of the term in other res-f
pects, would require the same excep-‘
tion. 3 |
And the statement of Sir Rdward|
Gray, who admitted the injustice of!

Jimposing light dues on American fish-

ing vessels when talking of the modus
vivendi, not only applies with full
force to the status whiech was then!
being established by the modus viven- |
di, but also to the status established |

by the treaty of 1818, under which it!
aimed that the]

.exactions and re-f

to Newfoundland were exempted from!
] And Newfound- |
land ‘it would appear when finally in-:
vested with the powers of govern-|

houses, but even that tax was abro-|

onditions Canng

Now, it may
ditio '
1818, and that there ou
ilarger measure of suj
restriction son vessels ]
tempiated in 1818, but
cannot carry with it th
to impese those restr
meaning of a treaty canng
‘because conditions have NECY
what the treaty meant in 1818
reference to the right to impose
resirictions and exactions, it
today, the only remedy be
peal to the comity and sense
tice of the nations exercising
right as this to agree upon T

of the home government may
properly preserved. . {
What the treaty of 18
roference to the impositi
Strictions and exactions
{1818, it means in this ¥
iwhile conditions may ha
iwhich would appear to
and inequitable to contin 2
{the right without referenee t
mecessities of the local governs
iwhich €hanged conditions had bro
labout, vet the matter of curing
linequitable condition is a free
frank and just arrangement betwee
ithe two parties to readjust their rights
faccording ‘to changed conditions, rather
| ithan an attempt to give a construction
{{to the treaty which it would mot have
{/borne in the year 1818, and there has
i never been any disinclination on the
|ipart of the government of the United
! States to meet the government of Gmt‘

iremember that the United States
pressly disclaims that th >
11818 gives it any commercial
léges; it never has claimed that and
J does not claim it now. That eliminate
any consideration of the right of v
isels of the United States, whet
{{they are fishing veéssels or any othi
class of vessels, to resort to Newfound
illand waters for the purpose of trading.
| It expressly . eliminates from
L
4

|
|

sideration the guestion as to their su
|jection to the impositions and restri¢
|{tions, the. right to impose which
claimed in quegtion three. The 4
‘ti.oh is confined, as. the United State
insists it must be copfined, to  these
ifishing vessels which simply go to

treaty water for t‘&g purpose of ﬂshiﬁi
T WK R Age
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Shacking Record Beatzn By
Sch. Thomas S. Gorton..

| For two successful shackfishin
itrips that were made in three months,
[Capt. William H. Themas oflséhy
Thomas S. Gorton breaks the record.

On the trip which.is just completed

fresh cod, from which a stock
§5642.44 was realized, the crew shar
ing $157.55 each. s

%

Capt. Thomas sailed on his
trip April 21 and has béen =
months to a day.' The first
landed 254,000 of salt and fn
stocking $5600, while the erew .
$142.50 -each. :

For the two trips he ha
464,000 pounds of salt ‘a @Eh.
making the remarkable smgk of
242, while the crew havert%ﬁred ;
each.

Such-a record as thig
never been beaten in u‘ig
the fishing industry. :

Capt. Thomas is one,
modest and successful Skippers
aver sailed out of.this po
crew he carries go with i
year, and can be relied upon as
worthy, as well as g

Capt. Thomas has a
who are glad of h{s




